Space is therefore socially produced as these agents operate in multiple spheres. The volume provides examples of top-down actions by political authorities, often manifested in varying degrees of urban planning achieved through the exercise of structural power (Wolf 1990(Wolf , 1999, mid-level actions of particular socioeconomic groups or neighborhoods and districts, and grassroots actions seen in the daily practice of households and individuals. It is clear that these processes operated simultaneously in ancient cities, although there is an ebb and fl ow as to when and where any of these spheres of agency might have had the greatest effect on particular urban landscapes. It is also apparent that these spheres had competing or confl icting interests that materialized in changing patterns of public and private space through time. This is manifested in the concept of heterarchy and multifocal distributions of power discussed in several chapters of this volume.
them. Detailed analyses of individual urban centers and their life histories, as well as comparative analyses within and between regions, are crucial to understanding this diversity. This volume includes both types of studies, bringing together a number of experts in the social aspects of ancient urbanism who represent a wide variety of regional and chronological specializations. This book is therefore global in scope, and the case studies address the social production of city space in both Old and New World regions, including Mesopotamia, the eastern Mediterranean, the Roman Empire , China, eastern Africa, North America, and Mesoamerica.
Individual essays address both theoretical and methodological approaches to ancient cities, urbanism, and urban form in each of these geographical areas and, in many cases, make comparisons between urban sites within and between regions. The thread that links these diverse case studies is their emphasis on city space and how it articulates with the social processes that produce, transform, reproduce, or destroy the built environment. Although many chapters address top-down, mid-level, and bottom-up processes, the chapters are organized by which level is emphasized.
The opening chapters (Creekmore, Nishimura, Wynne-Jones and In what follows, we place our volume in context with a discussion of changing archaeological perspectives on ancient cities, including a brief review of other current offerings on the subject. This is followed by an introduction to the regions covered in the volume and a review of the major themes addressed by its contributors, focusing on the production of urban space at various socio-spatial scales, its intersection with the encoding and communication of meaning in urban environments, and the role of these processes in sociopolitical transformation. Finally, we conclude by outlining some of the challenges and prospects for further study of the social production of space in ancient cities.
ARCHAEOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVES ON ANCIENT CITIES
By the time V. Gordon Childe ( 1936 ) coined the term "urban revolution" to describe the momentous economic and sociopolitical transformations that accompanied their rise, ancient cities had long been a focus of scholarly inquiry (e.g., Fustel de Coulanges 1963 [1864 ). Despite this, the systematic investigation of the remains of early cities by archaeologists to explain these changes is a comparatively recent phenomenon, spurred on by the emergence of New Archaeology in the 1960s and early 1970s and, later, processual archaeology. The goal of such investigations has typically been to reveal the origins, form, and function of ancient cities as a refl ection of broad social evolutionary trends and regional patterns associated with the rise of state-level societies (Adams 1966 ; Ferguson 1991 ; Redman 1978 ; Sjoberg 1960 ) . As a result, the emergence of urbanism has usually been viewed as the inexorable result of processes of demographic growth, nucleation, and politico-economic development. Such approaches tend to emphasize the function of cities within settlement hierarchies, catchment areas, and regional systems of production and exchange. Within these patterns and processes, the recursive relationship between cities and the social lives of their inhabitants has rarely been considered. 1977 [1975] ; Lefebvre 1991 Lefebvre [1974 ). This has led to a growing recognition that cities and other built environments, as spatial contexts in which human interaction takes place, play an active and central
Making Ancient Cities
[O]ur "performance" as spatial beings takes place at many different scales, from the body . . . to a whole series of more distant geographies ranging from rooms and buildings, homes and neighborhoods, to cities and regions, states and nations. . . .
[A]lthough there is some "distance decay" out from the body in the degree to which we individually infl uence and are infl uenced by these larger spaces, every one of them must be recognized as products of collective human action and intention, and therefore susceptible to being modifi ed or changed.
In this way the production of space in cities is actively implicated in processes of sociopolitical transformation (e.g., Fisher, Chapter 6 ; Our challenge is to apply these new ways of looking at ancient cities to understand better the complex interrelationship between urban form and social life. As these theoretical and methodological developments take hold in the study of ancient cities, we are now at a point where we can assess their impact and examine the results obtained from regional or site-specifi c studies as well as crossregional comparative studies. Making Ancient Cities is a response to this challenge. 
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Mesopotamia
Mesopotamia is well known as the location of what is often touted as the fi rst city in the world -Uruk -that emerged in the mid-fourth millennium BC as part of a process of urbanization that saw the subsequent spread of city-states across the arid but irrigated zone in and around the Tigris and Euphrates Rivers in southern Iraq (Algaze 2008 ; Nissen 1988 ; Pollock 1999 ) . Less well known is that cities also developed in Upper Mesopotamia around the same time as Uruk, in areas mostly devoted to dry farming. This process is brought to light by recent excavations at the sites of Tell Brak and Tell Hamoukar (Emberling and McDonald 2003 ; Gibson et al. 2002 ; Oates et al. 2007 ; Ur 2010 ; Ur et al. 2007 ). These early cities do not seem to have had many contemporary peers in the region, although urbanism was widespread by the third millennium (Akkermans
